
AGENDA
CALIFORNIA TRAFFIC CONTROL DEVICES COMMITTEE (CTCDC)

November 17, 2005 Meeting
Caltrans District 7 Office

100 S Main Street (Conference RM A, First Floor), Los Angeles, CA 90012
TIME 9:00 AM

Organization Items

1. Introduction
2. Approval of Minutes (July 28, 2005 Meeting)
3. Election
4. Public Comments

At this time, members of the public may comment on any item not appearing on the agenda.
Matters presented under this item cannot be discussed or acted upon by the Committee at this
time.  For items appearing on the agenda, the public is invited to make comments at the time the
item is considered by the Committee.  Any person addressing the Committee will be limited to a
maximum of five (5) minutes so that all interested parties have an opportunity to speak. When
addressing Committee, please state your name, address, and business or organization you are
representing for the record.

Agenda Items

5. Public Hearing
Prior to adopting rules and regulations prescribing uniform standards and specifications for all
official traffic control devices placed pursuant to Section 21400 of the California Vehicle Code
(CVC), the Department of Transportation is required to consult with local agencies and hold
public hearings.

04-E California MUTCD Adoption (FHWA’s MUTCD 2003 (Continued)
Revision 1, as amended for use in California) formerly known as (Fisher)
“Combining of the MUTCD 2003 & CA Supplement to a single document”

05-11 Proposal to Amend MUTCD Section 7A.01 (Introduction)
(Fisher)

6. Request for Experimentation

04-6 Proposed School Bus Sign, “Do not Pass Stopped School (Continued)
Bus Flashing Red Lights” Increased Fines Apply CVC 22454.5 (Babico)
(Experiment Agency – County of Ventura)

05-6 Experiment with #399 Motorist Aid Freeway Signing (Continued)
(Experiment Requesting Agency – SAFE) (Meis)

7. Discussion Items

05-12 Guidelines for the Engineering and Traffic Surveys to Establish  (Introduction)
Speed Limits (Discussion Requested by the City of Santa Rosa) (Borstel)

00-1 Bicycle Pavement Marking (Introduction)
(City of San Francisco Requested Discussion on CT Policy 05-10) (Borstel)
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5-10 Proposal for the Watershed Boundary Signs (Continued)
(City of San Diego) (Meis)

8. Information Items

None

9. Tabled Items

05-4 Older California Traffic Safety Task Force Proposal to Amend (Continued)
MUTCD Sections 3D.03, 6F.58 thru 6F.61, 6F.63, 6F.65, 6F.81 (Meis)
6F.85, 6G.15 and 6G.16 and Notes to TA’s 39, 40, 41 and 45.

05-9 Older California Traffic Safety Task Force proposed to amend (Continued)
MUTCD Sections 2D.38 (Street Name Sign, D3-1), 2B.34 (Meis)
(Do Not Enter Sign R5-1), 2B.35 (Wrong Way Sign R5-1a)
and 3B.01 (Yellow Centerline Pavement Markings and Warrants)

10. Next Meeting

11. Adjourn
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ITEM UNDER EXPERIMENTATION

99-12 Speed Striping For Smart Crosswalks (Meis)
(Experiment Agency-Caltrans D7)

99-13 Illuminated Pavement Markers On Median Barriers (Meis)
(Experiment Agency-Caltrans D7)
Status: The project has not been funded yet.

01-4 Tactile Pedestrian Indicator With Audible Information (Tanda)
(Experiment request by the City of Santa Cruz)

01-9 IN-ROADWAY WARNING LIGHTS AT R/R CROSSINGS (Meis)
(Experiment requests by CPUC in cooperation Kern Co. & City of Fresno)

02-15 Radar Guided Dynamic Curve Warning System (Meis)
(Experimentation Agency – Caltrans D5)

03-1 Speed Feedback (Radar Speed) Sign (Fisher)
(Experimentation Agency – City of Whittier)

03-4 Radar Speed Sign (Borstel)
(Experiment Agency – City of Vacaville)

03-5 Radar Speed Sign (Borstel)
(Experiment Agency – City of San Mateo

03-6 Radar Speed Sign (Borstel)
(Experiment Agency – City of San Jose)

03-13 Variable Speed Limit Sign (Borstel)
(Experiment Request by the City of Campbell)

03-14 Numbering of Signalized Intersections (Babico)
(Experiment Request by the CVAG)

03-15 Radar Speed Sign (Borstel)
(Experiment Request by the City of Freemont)

04-9 Request to Experiment with “Watch The Road” Sign (Bahadori)
(Experiment Agency – Los Angles DOT)

04-10 Slow for the Cone Zone Sign (Meis)
(Experiment Agency – Caltrans)

04-12 Requests for experimentation with "Flashing Yellow Arrows" (Bahadori)
(Experiment Agency – City of Fullerton and Pasadena)
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STATUS OF CALTRANS ACTION ON PAST ITEMS

Item 01-1 U-TURN SIGNAL HEADS INDICATOR
Caltrans will develop appropriate standards to ensure visibility and make the U-
turn signal head indicator an official traffic control device by inclusion in the
Caltrans Supplement.

Item 00-4 USE OF RAISED PAVEMENT MARKERS IN TRANSVERSE PATTERN
Caltrans will take appropriate action on the recommendation made by the
Committee.

Item 02-3 RIGHT EDGELINE
Caltrans will take appropriate action on the recommendation made by the
Committee.

Item 04-8 Railroad Preemption Signals

Adopt revised Sections 8B.06, 10C.09 and Figures 8B-3, 10C-2 of the
MUTCD 2003 and to include in the California Supplement as amended and
to ask Caltrans to develop policies and specifications for blank-out signs.

Item 02-16 Signal Warrant I & II

Adopt the revised Section 4C.01 of MUTCD 2003 and include in California
Supplement.

Item 04-13 Proposal to Amend MUTCD 2003 Section 4E.10

Option:
Where older or disabled pedestrians routinely use the crosswalk, a walking speed of
0.85-m (2.8 ft) per second may be used in determining the pedestrian clearance time.
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04-E California MUTCD Adoption (FHWA’s MUTCD 2003 Revision 1, as amended for use

in California) formerly known as “Combining of the MUTCD 2003 and CA Supplement to a
Single Document”

California
Manual on Uniform Traffic Control Devices

for Streets and Highways
(FHWA’s MUTCD 2003 Edition Revision 1,

as amended for use in California)

Caltrans requests the CTCDC to recommend the adoption of the California MUTCD
(FHWA’s MUTCD 2003 Revision 1, as amended for use in California) as the standard for all
official traffic control devices, in accordance with Sections 21350 and 21400 of the California
Vehicle Code.

Summary

The California MUTCD document, which combines FHWA’s MUTCD 2003 Edition Revision 1
with the California Supplement, has been prepared by Caltrans in response to a formal
recommendation by the CTCDC to Caltrans at their May 6, 2004 meeting held in San Rafael.
The overall format, document name, cover design and some outstanding issues from the previous
MUTCD adoption were discussed and agreed upon by the CTCDC and Caltrans at subsequent
meetings on December 8, 2004 in Oakland and on June 9, 2005 in Sacramento.  Resolutions and
decisions reached upon, in these and other regular CTCDC meetings and Caltrans issued TOPDs,
since May 20, 2004 are reflected in the California MUTCD.

The draft of the California MUTCD document is open to the public for review and comment. A
“Change List” was provided for ease in comparing the relevant documents.  It also contained
details about the new format. The public comment period closes on November 14, 2005.
Comments provided during the public comment period will be discussed with the topic specific
experts in a CTCDC workshop on November 16, 2005.

For more information, see the California Supplement web site at:
http://www.dot.ca.gov/hq/traffops/signtech/mutcdsupp/

.
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05-11 Proposal to Amend the MUTCD Section 7A.01

John' Fisher has suggested text amendment to the MUTCD 2003 Section 7A.01 as follows:

Guidance:
A school route plan for each school serving elementary to high school students should be prepared in
order to develop uniformity in the use of school area traffic controls and to serve as the basis for a school
traffic control plan for each school.

Option:
A school route plan for each school serving middle and high school students may be prepared.

The rationale for the above is explained as follows:

Younger children are most vulnerable to collisions.  Also, maps for them cover a small, defined area.  On
the other hand, older children are less-influenced by maps.  In addition, middle schools and high schools
cover an area over several square miles and it is not feasible to identify every route from tens of
thousands of homes to the schools.  A few may draw from the nearby community.  However, they tend to
draw from a very broad, regional area, and thus, the children are driven.



CTCDC AGENDA November 17, 2005 Page 7 of 34

Request For Experimentation P 1 of 2

04-6 Proposed School Bus Sign, “Do Not Pass Stopped School Bus, Flashing Red
Lights” Increased Fines Apply CVC 22454.5
This item was placed on the agenda during the August 2004 CTCDC meeting and Committee
requested that the County of Ventura first try other avenues such as education and enforcement.
If the problem still exists, then come back to the Committee with justification for the experiment.
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05-6 Experiment with #399 Motorist Aid Freeway Signing P 1 of 5

During the July 2005 CTCDC meeting, the Committee requested more information and asked
Ken Coleman, SAFE, to bring the support from the Southern CHP Office, and make changes to
the signs as suggested by the Committee Members Lenley Duncan and Hamid Bahadori and
bring it back for the next meeting.

Experiment Request

Los Angeles County SAFE is requesting, on behalf of all California SAFEs, approval of a new
statewide advisory sign which can be used in place of the current “Emergency - Call 9-1-1” signs
to inform motorists of the new non-emergency motorist aid number/service - #399.  This new
sign will only be used in counties/regions that have implemented a #399 program and will allow
but not require the replacement of the existing 9-1-1 advisory signs with a new sign that
incorporates both numbers and/or the potential installation of the new signs on freeway sections
that currently are devoid of 9-1-1 advisory signs for a significant stretch of freeway.  Pictures of
the proposed sign design are attached.

Description of Sign

The new sign design proposes to incorporate the addition of the phrase “Non-Emergency
Motorist Aid – Call #-3-9-9” onto the current “Emergency – Call 9-1-1” advisory signs.  The
new sign is designed to comply with all existing specifications of the current 9-1-1 advisory
signs with the exception of the overall height and potentially the width of the sign, which will
need to be expanded to accommodate the new #399 phrase.  The signs, when used/installed, will
replace in whole the existing 9-1-1 advisory signs and it is anticipated that there will be no need
to modify or replace any existing mounting post/structure.  In addition to the replacement of the
existing 9-1-1 advisory signs, LA SAFE is also recommending that a county have the ability to
work with Caltrans to identify potential locations for the installation of the sign where there is no
current 9-1-1 advisory sign installed.  This will help alleviate situations where there is a
significant length of freeway that does not have the 9-1-1 advisory sign, such as rural areas of a
county.  Installation of the signs will be contingent upon approval by Caltrans.

Purpose

The purpose of this new sign is to advise motorists of the availability of #399.  This sign is a part
of the overall marketing plan to inform motorists of the service.  The marketing plan includes
print media ads, radio spots, billboards, media/press events and other associated activities
designed to introduce the new service to the motorists.

Background

Since the advent of cell phones, the use and reliance of the call box system to provide stranded
motorists with a means to request assistance has steady decreased.  In 1990, the Los Angeles
County Kenneth Hahn Call Box System averaged approximately 100,000 calls per month and
cellular 9-1-1 averaged 10,000 calls per month.  Today, call box calls in Los Angeles County
average less than 10,000 calls per month and cellular 9-1-1 averages over 200,000 calls per
month.  This dynamic, of decreased call box usage and increased cellular 9-1-1 calls, is not just
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specific to Los Angeles County, but is repeated throughout the state and helps to emphasize that
wireless phones have become a standard item for most motorists because they are relatively
inexpensive, small, transportable and easy to use.

Apart from commercial assistance services, such as the Auto Club or On-Star, there is currently
no ubiquitous wireless phone number available for motorists who require non-emergency
assistance on the freeways.  As a result, motorists who prefer the convenience/safety of a
wireless phone over a call box may use the overburdened 9-1-1 system to obtain non-emergency
roadside assistance.  Other options available include calling a friend or family member on their
wireless phone or waiting for the Freeway Service Patrol or a CHP officer.

In June 2003, LA SAFE completed a study, with the support of CHP, which examined whether
LA SAFE should implement a new service that provides motorists with a reliable and easy
number to call for non-emergency roadside assistance.  The study identified different options
such as:

• Create an abbreviated dialing number
• Team with 800-Commute
• Team with the 5-1-1 Program1

• Team with or create a 3-1-1 Program2

The study found that the creation of a new abbreviated dialing number provided the best fit for
the type of service to be offered.  Additionally, this option is easier and faster to implement.

In May 2004, LA SAFE conducted a telephone survey to gauge the public’s opinion of the new
service.  The survey was conducted to ensure 5% accuracy at a 95% confidence level and was
conducted in Los Angeles, Orange and San Diego counties.  The results confirmed that the vast
majority of motorists own a wireless phone (over 70%) and that a majority (over 70%) would use
the service.

To support the development of the new service, LA SAFE invited other regional SAFEs from
Southern California and the Bay Area to help pursue the implementation of the new service.  A
working group was developed, as a sub-committee to the statewide CalSAFE Committee, to
work on the issues associated with the development and implementation of the new service.  In
addition to Los Angeles County, the working group consisted of members from the Bay Area
and the counties of Orange, San Bernardino, Riverside, Kern and San Diego.

Based upon the work of the sub-committee, #399 or #FWY was identified as the preferred
number.  To ensure ease of use and statewide compatibility, this number was confirmed as being

                                                
1 5-1-1 has been designated by the FCC as the national traveler information phone number.  The
Los Angeles County region is currently evaluating the opportunities to institute this program in
the region and it is not known when this program will be implemented in this region.
2 3-1-1 has been designated by the FCC as the nation-wide non-emergency police and other
government services phone number.  Currently, only the City of Los Angeles has implemented a
3-1-1 program within the Los Angeles County region.
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available statewide amongst all wireless carriers (AT&T/Cingular, Nextel, Sprint, T-Mobil
Verizon).  The use of 3-1-1 and 5-1-1 was evaluated but dismissed as available options due to the
stated use or purpose of these numbers and the current conditions of implementation of these
numbers throughout the state.  In addition to establishing #399 as the number, a baseline
operational document was developed identifying the baseline level and type of services that #399
would offer to the caller.  This document has been reviewed and concurred upon by CHP.

Currently role out of this service in Los Angeles County is planned for July 1, 2005.  The
counties of Orange, San Bernardino and San Diego are planning on implementation of #399
shortly thereafter.

Next Steps

Upon approval of the sign from the CTCDC, LA SAFE will work with Caltrans to identify the
locations for the installation/replacement of the signs and obtain Caltrans approval to proceed
with the desired work.  LA SAFE shall fund and perform the initial work to replace and/or install
the new signs.  LA SAFE shall carefully monitor call activity in an attempt to determine if the
new sign causes any confusion amongst the motorists.  During the first year of operation, LA
SAFE intends to conduct a follow-up survey to determine the impact of the new service with
motorists and shall endeavor to obtain information regarding the applicability/clarity of the new
freeway signs.
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05-12 Guidelines for the Engineering and Traffic Surveys to Establish Speed Limits
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City of San Diego, Water Department
Watershed Boundary Sign Proposal

Request
The City of San Diego Water Department is requesting approval of a new advisory sign
that will inform motorists that they are traveling in a watershed of critical importance.
The initial request is for a pilot program that will place six signs along state highways
where they cross into the watersheds of the San Diego River or the San Dieguito River,
both in the metropolitan San Diego area.  Ultimately, the use of the standard watershed
boundary sign may be expanded throughout Southern California or throughout the
state.

Description of Sign
Examples of the proposed watershed boundary signs are attached.  The key features of
the sign are a simple, yet compelling graphical layout with the name of the critical
watershed prominently featured.   An auxiliary sign would name the proximate water
resource feature; for example, a drinking water reservoir, a coastal lagoon, or a
groundwater basin.  The signs would be placed near the topographic boundary where
the roadway enters or leaves the watershed.

Purpose and Goal
The purpose of the watershed boundary signs is to make the motoring public aware that
they are entering or leaving a critical watershed area.  Our short-term goal is to design,
produce, and install six watershed boundary signs along a highway or interstate in the
San Diego area.  Our long-term goal is to establish a statewide watershed boundary
sign program with a universal sign design that could serve as a watershed icon that
could be implemented by other California communities.

Background
In August 2004, the San Diego Water Department received a $2,500 grant from the
Metropolitan Water District of Southern California (MWD) through the auspices of the
San Diego County Water Authority (SDCWA) to create and implement a Watershed
Boundary Sign Program.  The signs would provide opportunities for the public to
increase their awareness about the importance of San Diego’s watersheds and
encourage community stewardship of watershed resources.  In partnership with
California State Department of Transportation (Caltrans), these signs would be placed
at strategic locations along the boundary of a watershed to make the motoring public
aware that they are entering or leaving a critical watershed area; and would serve as
reminders to not throw trash or other pollutants onto the roadway. The benefits of this
program include helping us to meet our storm water pollution prevention goals, and
supplementing the United States Environmental Protection Agency’s efforts to increase
awareness and education of the importance of preserving our natural resources.
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The watershed boundary sign project has garnered considerable support from other
water agencies in Southern California, as well as from numerous community groups.
Letters of support received to date are included for review.  Of special note is a letter of
support from the MWD suggesting that the watershed boundary signs be used
throughout its six county service areas.

We are currently researching and obtaining information regarding the process to create
design standards for this type of signage, and how to install them at the envisioned
locations of the watershed boundaries.

Local Caltrans Office Coordination: We have contacted the Local Caltrans office to
determine how to progress with our efforts.  With no current design standards in place
for this type of sign, they have informed us that they would not be able to create a sign
and suggested we contact the State Caltrans office for information on developing sign
design templates and specifications.

State Caltrans Office Coordination: We have contacted the Signs and Work Zone
branch of the State office, and they have informed us that they are experimenting with a
sign on State Highways in the Northwest region, under a program sponsored by the
California Department of Forestry (CDF).  However, we feel that the design of this sign,
which incorporates an image of a fish, does not clearly express our message of
watershed awareness; and instead represents watershed recreation activities like
fishing.  Our goal is to create a standardized sign design that incorporates an image of a
body of water, such as a stream or reservoir, in order to graphically represent to the
public that they are within a watershed.  We are working with the State office to
determine the possibility of integrating our project with the CDF sign project.

Next Steps
Currently, we are working on presenting our program proposal to Caltrans and their
Traffic Control Device Committee for review and consideration to develop a sign
template and pilot program. Our next steps would include: continue the work being
coordinated with state officials such as the Water Resources Department and the
Regional Water Quality Control Board, coordination with the California Watershed
Network for design support, continue seeking additional grant funding for the
implementation phase, and conduct more local community outreach efforts. We’ve
created a sign to use as visuals in future presentations. A supplemental public service
campaign and community outreach plan would be needed to accompany the roll-out of
these signs as a way to generate public awareness and connect the signs with the
message that everyone has a responsibility in protecting our drinking water supply
reservoirs and watersheds. Our ultimate goal is to create opportunities for the public to
learn about the importance of watersheds and encourage community stewardship of
watersheds.
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MISSION VALLEY COMMUNITY COUNCIL
P.O. Box 880944

SAN DIEGO, CA 92108
Tel: 619-281-3009
Fax: 619-281-0833

June 18, 2005

Tedi L. Jackson
Supervising Public Information Officer
Water Department, Operations Division
2797 Camino Chollas, MS 43
San Diego, CA 92105

At the regular meeting of the San Diego River Park Foundation on Friday, June 17th, A tentative
proposal for installation of San Diego River Watershed signs was presented. Representing the
Mission Valley Community Council, I believe that this idea is not only appropriate but will help
to make people aware of the river, the watershed and the importance of water conservation for
the community as a whole.  I urge the Department to give serious consideration to this proposal.
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